great advantages from her empire, though it also imposes upon her shoulders a burden of responsibility and taxation. None the less if Britain gains the peoples she has governed have gained also. As in every sound commercial arrangement, both parties have profited.
It is interesting to contrast the ordinary British criticism of America's attitude with the current American criticism of Britain on this subject.
To the American, Britain is an international profiteer, who gets something out of every war, and he is inclined to regard his own attitude of renunciation as evidence of virtue.
To the Englishman, the American renunciation is simply that of a man finding an excuse for refusing to take a hand in a difficult world job. The advice of the American, "Why don't you leave all these peoples to run their own affairs?" strikes him The Government kept an official majority, and while they improved government they did not place any real responsibility for it upon Indians themselves. The war, however, brought about a great change.
India, like the rest of the world, was profoundly moved by the cause for which the Allied Powers were fighting and by the utterances in which that cause was expressed.
It threw itself generously into the struggle and nearly 1,000,000 men were enlisted for service in some capacity or other. Inevitably, however, the demand grew loud and insistent that further and immediate steps should be taken to make India self-governing.
The British Government admitted fully the justice of the claims and in August, 1920, the famous pronouncement was made that the policy of the Govern ment was that "of increasing the association of Indians in every branch of the administration and the gradual development of 
